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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

In March andApril 2019, at the requesof T & B Planning, Inc.CRM TECH performed a
cultural resources studyn approximately48 acres ofrural landin the southen portion of the
City of Fontana, San Bernardino County, Californihe subject property of the study

located on the north side dfurupa Avene and betweenJuniper Avenue andCypress
Avenue in the southeast quast of Section 30;T1S R5W, San Bernalino Baseline and
Meridian The study is part of the environmahteview process for thEontana Block Il

Project a proposé commerial waretouse developmenton the property The City of

Fontana as the lead agency for the project, ieepl the studyin comgiance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The purpose of the study is to provide thy ©f Fontanawith the necessaipformation and
analysis to determine whether thprgect would cause substantial adverse changes to any
fihistorical resourcegas defined by CEQA, that may exist in or around the project drea.
order to identify such resources, CRM TEQGe&lViewed the results of a recehmistorical/
archaeological resources records seasohthe property pursuedhistorical background
researchand carried out aystematidield surveyof theentire project area

Prior to this studyjn December2018 CRM TECHwas contracted separatety tomplete a
historic significance evaluation o&éll buildings then extant on the pexpy, which

necessitated theecords searctalong with a field inspedion of the buildings focused
research on their histgrgndconsulationwith the Fontana Historical Sotje As a resulof

the 2018 study eight residential buildings on six parcétsthe project areprovedto be

more than 50 years @fge all constructecbetwea 1938 and 1965 These buildingsvere

recorded into the California Historical Resources Inventang evaluatedas potential
fihistoricd resourced underCEQA provisions, bunone of them wafund to quafy. The

results of the 2018 study are attached i® itiport.

The current study is focused on the identification and evaluafianchaeological resources
that mayalso be presenton the property. Throughout the coursethe study,no such
resourcesvere encounteredBased on theombinedresuls of this studyand the2018study,
CRM TECH concludes that nihistorical resourc@sexigs within or adjaent to the projeic
area, and accordingly recommends to @y of Fontanaa finding of No Impactregarding
fihistorical resource8 No further cultural resources investigatismnrecommended for the
proposed project unless development plandergo such chaeg as to includareas not
covered by this study. However, ihya buried cultiral materials are encountered during
earthmoving operations associated with the projectwailtk in thatarea should be halted or
diverted until a qualifiedrchaeologist caevaluate the nata and significance of the finds.
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INTRODUCTION

In March andApril 2019, at the requesbf T & B Planning, Inc.CRM TECH performed aultural
resources studygn approximatelyl8 acres ofrurallandin the southern portion of th€ity of
FontanaSan Bernardino County, Californijgig. 1). The subject property of the stutblocated on
the north side ofurupa AveneandbetweenJuniper Avenue an@ypress Avenudn thesoutheast
qguarer of Section 30T 1SR5W, San Bernardino Baseline aktéridian (Figs 2, 3) The study is
part of the environmeat review process for tHeontana Block IlIProject a proposd commercial
warelousedevelopmenbn the property The City of Fontanaas the lead agency for the project,
requred the study in comance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA

The purpose of the study is to provide thy ©f Fontanawith the necessaipformation and
analysis to determine whether tpegject would cause substantial adverse chatmasyrhistorical
resources)as defined by CEQA, that may exist in or around the project dmeader to identify
such resources, CRM TEQidviewed the results of a recdmstoricalarchaeological resources
records searchn the propertypursuedhistorical background researcnd carried oud systematic
field surveyof theentire project areaThe following report is a complete account of #eeresearch
proceduresndthe finalconcluson of the study Personnel who participated in the studymaened
in the appropriate sections below, and their qualifications are providdthithment A

Prior to this studyin December2018 CRM TECHwas contracted separatetydomplete a historic
significance evaluation @l buildings then extant on the pey, which necessitated tiiecords
searchalong withafield inspedion of thebuildings focusedresearch on their histgrgnd
consulationwith the Fontana Historical Sotie As a resulof the2018 studyeight residential
buildings on six parcels in the project apgavedto bemore than 50 years afye all constructed
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Figure 1. Projet vicinity. (Based on USGSan Bernardino anfanta AnacCalif., 1:250,000 quadrangfJSGS1969;
1979)
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Figure2. Projectarea. (Based on USG®ntanaCalif., 1:24,000 quadrangle [USAS8(])



Figure 3 Aerial view of the project area



